This debate on relevance was not a new phenomenon. It has been going on in the IS community for years. It flared in ISWorld several times previously and is likely to do so again. Senior IS people wrote about it in our journals 1. CAIS published Ralph Westfall's 'Manifesto' [Westfall, 1999] . Given the intensity of the debate, I decided to e-mail 30 of the participants and ask them to write a 2 to 4 page position paper on relevance. The call for opinion papers (Figure 1 ) went out on February 16 with the request that people submit no later than 1 March.
The results of this call were remarkable. Most of the participants promised to send papers. Only a few were unable to do so. One (Straub) was overseas. Some others were overloaded and felt they could not make the deadline. In addition, a number of people who had heard about my invitation asked if they too could respond. In all, 26 articles were received and it was clear that a special volume of CAIS was called for.
Introduction to the Special Volume on Relevance by P. Gray Dear:
I would like to publish a discussion on relevance in Communications of AIS. I am therefore inviting a number of people who participated in the e-mail discussion, including you, to submit a short position paper (2-4 pages) that expands your remarks for inclusion in a CAIS article. I will edit the article and I reserve the right to accept/reject. Putting it all together in the journal will create a permanent record in one place that I believe the profession needs.
My deadline is Thursday 1 March. Could you let me know by return e-mail as to whether or not you will participate? Regards Paul Gray Figure 1 . Call for Articles I am grateful to the authors for being most helpful in responding quickly with their contributions and then undertaking the necessary revisions and proofreading on an accelerated schedule. The total time from the end of the ISWorld debate to publication was under four weeks. The survey was limited to two publications from each of three streams:
II. THE SURVEY
• high quality research (MISQ and ISR),
• leading magazines for senior practitioners (Harvard Business Review and Sloan Management Review)
• the computer trade press (NetworkWorld, InfoWorld, and ComputerWorld) and three different professional meetings. The table clearly shows that, for the sample of 213 respondents, the research journals are used for research work and the other journals are used for teaching, consulting, and applications. It also implies that academics read all three forms of publications.
IV. THE RELEVANCE ISSUE
The relevance issue concerns the importance of academic IS research to the practitioner community. One side argues that academics in IS do and publish research that is neither seen nor used by people in the field. The other side quotes the large number of successes achieved over the years 2 .
Almost without exception, the authors of the position papers believe that IS research should be relevant. Yet, there seems to be consensus that our published work is not being read by practitioners. The reasons given range from the abstractness of the research to the quality of the writing to the lack of practical experience of faculty. A particular point of concern is the long time between an invention in industry and the publication of academic research about the invention. The argument is that by the time the IS academic publication appears, the issue is no longer of interest to practitioners because the latter already moved on to the next invention. A second concern is the failure to focus on applications for non-business constituencies such as the public sector and the community use of computing.
What authors propose to do about the problem is often determined by where they are in their career. People facing tenure argue that tenure committees only look at the two or three top journals, which they say do not publish relevant material (although, I am sure the editors of these journals would dispute this assertion). As one author says in his title "You Get What You Reward" Some argue that academia should appoint people with vast practical experience or train practitioners to be PhD's who teach so that the practice view is represented. Others point to the need for better writing and marketing of what we do. Still others advocate that we follow the medical and engineering model of both teaching and practice as well as research. As one author says, too much of our discussion is on a unidimensional "either/or" basis (rigor/relevance; theory/practice; basic/applied) rather than on a 'both/and' basis.
Of interest is the different viewpoints of academia and industry. Academics are quite hard on themselves, faulting the relevance of their work. Several practitioners who contribute to this volume, however, see much good in what we do and take a much more benign view of our efforts. The bottom line is in the title of one of the contributions: "The Relevance of IS Academic Research: Not as Good As It Can Get"
V. CONTENTS OF THIS VOLUME
Among the responses were two that serve as natural beginnings and ends. . For simplicity (and to avoid even the possibility of bruised egos) these papers are presented in alphabetical order of last name. The final paper, Article 27 by Nik Dalal, "What Does it All Mean? A Meta-Inquiry" points to the future. Dalal presents an extensive series of questions about how to approach the issue of research relevance and whether there is an objective truth with respect to relevance.
VI. CONCLUSION
The current discussion is certainly not the last one on relevance. If history is a predictor, the issue will come to the fore every several years. The Editor of CAIS hopes that the set of papers presented in this volume will serve as a baseline that will raise future discussions to a new level and will bring additional insights for us all. 
END NOTES

ACADEMIA'S CONTRIBUTIONS TO IS PRACTICE
The purpose of this appendix is to list some of the academic achievements reported in this volume that contributed over the years to the practice of information systems. The appendix includes material from both the ISWorld debate and from the articles that follow in this volume.
The listing is in the order found by the editor in the sources. Some duplications exist . The format of the attributions differs among sources, and some have been edited.
The important point is that the set of academic contributions is not empty. • Scott-Morton's description of the fundamental concepts of MIS plus his work on DSS later with Keen.
• Ackoff's on similarly describing the fundamental concepts about systems and MIS • Keen on fundamental MIS concepts; plus his work on DSS (The field of DSS has come a long way since then and one of the most important areas of impact is in the current B2B e-commerce solutions)
• Chen on ER modeling revolutionized our approach to systems analysis and design • Codd on Relational Databases (although computer scientists will claim his work to be seminal to their field rather than to MIS, although his theory of RDBMSs shaped Information Systems into what they are today).
• Miller on cognitive limits (which became the basis for all our modeling schemas in IS).
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